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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue BRANCH Bank or Enotanp at the Royal Courts of 
Justice was opened last Monday, and practitioners are 
now enabled to pay money into court in the Chancery 
Division, and suitors to cash their chancery cheques, 


* without incurring the trouble of a journey into the City. 





We cnversranp that arrangements are in progress for 
transacting through the new Royal Courts branch of the 
Bank of England, aud under the conduct of the Chancery 
Paymaster, all matters respecting payment into and out 
of court in the Queen’s Bench Division of the High Court 
of Justice. 





Awotion which has long prevailed in Lincoln’s-inn 
has’ been rudely dispelled in the course of the demoli- 
tions now in progress. In a secluded corner of the 
chambers which are being removed to enlarge the 
chapel, there was a tablet recording the merits of an 
ancient member of the inn, whose mortal remains, ac- 
¢ording to tradition, were built into the thick brick- 
work. So strong was the belief in this story, that, before 
the building’ was pulled down, a hole was driven into 
the wall in order to extricate whatever remained of 
the venerable conveyancer. All that was found was a 
sooty chimney flue. 





Iw prrusine the Conveyancing and Law of Property 
Act, 1881, the reader will probably be puzzled 
What to make of Part I. of the First Schedule, which 
‘first schedule is headed “ Acts affected.” The said Part 
I. contains a list of nine enactments relating to the entry 
of judgments. But where in the Act is the section upon 
Nowhere. 
‘Clause 6 of the Bill, relating: to requisitions of searches 
And certificates, contained the missing words upon which 
Part I. of the schedule would have depended, but 
clause 6 was struck out during the passage of the 
Bill through Parliament — owing, we believe, to a 
®ggestion of our own that the subject-matter of the 


clause was already sufficiently provided for by order 
60a, enacted by the Rules of April, 1880. We do not 
think that Part I. of the schedule has any legal effect. 
But we doubt whether it can be judicially divorced from 
the Act.on the ground of what took place in Parliament. 
There is, we believe, but one single instance in which 
an argument from a Bill has been judicially used for 
construing an Act. We can recall no precedent of a 
schedule without its supporting section, but there is a 
very recent case of a section without its supplementary 
schedule. The Artizans and Labourers Dwellings Act, 
1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 64), s. 22, sub-section 3, provided 
that loans for the purposes of the Act should be “ secured 
by a mortgage in the form set forth in the third 
schedule hereto.” There was no third schedule at all. 
But the next Parliament quickly came to the rescue by 
the recital in 43 Vict. c. 8, that “the words ‘in the 
form set forth in the third schedule hereto’ were in- 
serted by mistake,” and by the enactment that section 
22 “should be construed and read as if the said words 
had not been inserted therein.” 








Tue Lanp Brut for England, which has been “ drafted 
under the auspices of the Farmers’ Alliance,” is probably 
framed on the principle of asking for more than you 


expect to get. It certainly asks fora good deal. The 
Bill (which no one is to be able to contract himself out 
of) proposes, in the first place, to sweep away the land- 
lord’s right of distress. The landlord, however, is 
generously allowed a right (which it did not require any 
guew provision to give him) to apply to a county court 
judge, who “ may order’’ [not shall order] the tenant to 
pay the rent in arrear, the order being enforceablein the 
same way as an ordinary county court judgment. The 
judge, however, is also enabled, in addition to such order, 
to make an order that the tenancy be determined. Observe 
that this latter order is not necessarily restricted to cases 
where the landlord has applied for it; so far as appears 
the landlord may apply for an order for payment of 
rent, and the judge, while making that order, may also 
relieve’the tenant from all further obligations under his 
lease. By clause 23 the right of the landlord to re- 
enter for any breach of covenant is restricted, so as 
only to be exercised by the court, which is to consist 
of the county court judge, and two “assessors” 
appointed by the Board of Guardians. In the 
next place, every agricultural tenancy is to be con- 
verted into a very singular kind of tenancy from 
term to term. By clause 12, unless the Jandlord 
or tenant gives a notice in writing, two years [we 
presume this means at least two years] before the 
expiration of the term, that he declines to renew the 
contract of tenancy, the existing contract is to be re= 
newed “for the same term, at the same rent, and on the 
same conditions, as in the existing contract of tenancy.” 
Assuming that we are correct in supposing that the notice 
may be given at least two years before the expiration of 
the term, the only practical result of the passing into law 
of this provision would be to add to the costs of every 
agricultural lease or agreement the expeuse of preparing 
and serving, at the time of the execution of the lease or 
agreement, of a notice by the landlord that he declines to 
renew it. If it is intended that the notice shall be 
given precisely two years before the expiration of the 
term, and only then, a charming prospect of litigation as 
to whether the notice was served in time is opened up, 
and agents and trustee-landlords will find their responsi- 





bilities greatly increased. The period of notice required 
49 
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to determine a tenancy from year to year is proposed to 
be extended to two years at least. 

Clause 13 proposes to make the county court judge 
and his two assessors (probably tenant farmers) the 
arbitrators as to whether, upon a proposed renewal 
of a lease or tenancy, the rent should be increased ; 
and it is provided that “the court shall not sanction 
an increase of rent unless it is proved that the 
value of the holding has increased from other causes 
than the improvements made by the tenant, and shall 
determine the amount, if any, of such increase.” 
The practical effect of this, will, of course, be to prevent 
any landlord from even entering into any negotiations 
for renewing the lease to his former tenant whenever 
he thinks more rent can be got by going into the open 
market. Elaborate provisions are made for enabling a 
tenant to obtain compensation for improvements made 
by him upon his holding, the amount of such com. 
pensation being estimated “‘by the sum that a per- 
son having sufficient means to cultivate the holding is 
willing to give in consideration of being admitted as 
tenant of the holding at the rent payable by the out- 
going tenant, or at such increased or decreased rent asmay 
have been determined in the manner”’ by the Act provided 
—i.e., in case of disagreement, by the county court judge 
and bis two tenant farmer assessors. The jurisdiction 
“ of any court of law or equity” [has the framer of the 
Act forgotten the Judicature Act ?] is to cease as to 
“every matter of difference or dispute between a land- 
lord and tenant in respect of, or arising out of, any 
contract of tenancy, except any question as to the 
validity of such a contract,” and landlords are to be 
handed over to the county court judge and his tenant 
farmer colleagues. There are many other provisions in 
favour of the tenant, but we think our readers will prob- 
ably have learnt sufficient for the present as to this class 
of provisions. The provisions in favour of the landlord 
are, first, a power to apply to the county court judge 
and his tenant farmer colleagues to assess damages for 
deterioration of the holding by the tenant, but solely 
(see clause 21) “ with reference to the extent to which 
the acts or defaults complained of have lessened the 
letting value of the holding.” The triumvirate are also 
empowered, if “such deterioration’ be persisted in, to 
order the tenant to give up possession of the holding to 
the landlord. The landlord may also obtain an injunc- 
tion “‘ to restrain the tenant from doing any acts which, 
in the opinion of ” the county court judge and his tenant 
farmer colleagues, ‘‘ would be injurious to the holding 
or the estate of the landlord.” 





Tue Srarvure Law Revision and Civil Procedure Act, 
1881, has revived the curious power of surveyors of taxes 
to make domiciliary visits, which was takenaway from them 
by the Taxes Management Act, 1880 (44 Vict. c.19). The 
revival is effected in this wise. The ancient Act, 43 
Geo. 3, c. 161, s. 60, empowers “ assessors, inspectors, 
and surveyors,” taking with them, where necessary, “a 
constable, headborough, tythingman, or other officer” 
to view and examine “such dwelling-house” [i.e., the 
dwelling-house subject to house-tax], ‘‘in order to 
ascertain the number of windows therein and the annual 
rent at which the same dwelling-house ought to be 
charged,” and for so doing they are to have liberty “ to 
pass through any house or houses, and to go through 


repealed, in the entry of 43 Geo. 3, c. 161, the wor? 
‘sixty,’ which section sixty is hereby revived, as from tte 


at the repeal.” . The qualifying words “to the extent,” 
&c., have reference, we presume, to the repeal of the 
whole of section 60 by the Statute Law Revision Act, 
1872, ‘except as to ascertaining the rent of a house,” 
We cannot think this to be a desirable mode of passing 
what is in effect a new Revenue law. There are, we are 
aware, precedents for something of the kind. The 
Statute Law Revision Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 66), 5 
33, enacts that “section twenty-five of the Act of the 
ninth year of King George the Fourth, chapter fifty. 
eight, repealed by the Statute Law Revision Act, 1873, 
is hereby revived, as.from the repeal thereof, and all pro. 
ceedings taken thereunder since such repeal shall be as- 
valid and effectual as if the said section had not been 
repealed ;’’ and the second schedule of the Statute Law 
Revision Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 79), contains no less 
than five “revived” enactments. The work of Statute 
Law Revision has been executed on the whole with great 
accuracy. But when mistakes of this kind happen to be 
made, they should surely be corrected by separate and 
perfectly intelligible re-enactments. 





Tue Practice prevalent in the Western counties of 
requiring purchasers by private contract, or under cons: 
ditions of sale by auction, to pay a contract fee to- 
the vendor's solicitor and the auctioneer, seems to have 
given rise to an animated discussion at the annual 
meeting of the Bristol Law Society, and we are 
glad to see that a resolution was passed to the effect 
that, in the opinion of the meeting, the time had 
arrived for a re-consideration of the matter, and that: 
an adjournment should take place for the purpose of the 
council canvassing the local solicitors as to their agreeing 
to forego their fees in the matter, and reporting to a 
future meeting of the profession. It may be worth 
while to point out that the auctioneer cannot sue for such 
‘fees. In Cherry v. Anderson (Irish Reports, 10 0. L. 
204) leasehold premises were sold by auction upon this 
among other conditions of sale, ‘‘ that the purchaser 
shall pay two and a half per cent. auctioneer’s fees.” 
The declaration of sale was signed by the auctioneer, 
who was employed by the vendor, and the» agreement 
for sale was signed by the respective agents of the vendor: 
and purchaser, the conditions of sale being incorporated 
in both documents. It was held that the auctioneer 
could not recover his fees from the purchaser on a count 
for work and labour, nor on the special contract, inas-- 
much as he was not a party to it, and no consideration. 
moved from him, the only contract to pay fees being 
between the vendor and purchaser. 





THE SEVENTEENTH SECTION of the Statute of Frauds is 
repealed. Start not, learned reader : the seventeenth sec- 
tion in question is not the famous section, commonly so 
numbered, relating to a sale of goods of the value of £10- 
or upwards, but the section commonly numbered as the: , 
sixteenth, directing that writs of execution shall only 
bind goods from the time of their delivery to the officer. 
The repeal is effected by the Statute Law Revision and 
Civil Procedure Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict,'0.059);'to'the 
schedule of whieh, containing a whole host of*enact-- © 


repeal in that schedule to the extent to which it was in force 
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any court, yard, or back side,” &. The Taxes Manage- 
ment Act, 1880, repealed a large number of enactments 
relating to this subject, and amongst them 43 Geo. 3, c, 


ments repealed as ‘‘spent or having ‘ceased to’ be in © 
force otherwise than by:express and specific: répeal of * 
Parliament,” the Legislature has considerately prefixed’ 


161, s. 60. But the repeal of section 60 was either the 
result of a pure mistake, or else the Inland Revenue 
officials repented of the abolition of the power to make 
domiciliary visite. At all events the Statute Law 
Revision, &c., Act, 1881, contains, amongst the list of 
repealed enactments, the following:—‘‘In the third 
schedvle [of the Taxes Management Act, 1880, of which 
other sections are also repealed], containing enactments 


the note that ‘‘ this schédule is to be'réad. as: referring ~ 
to the Revised Edition of the Statutes ptepared under the © 
direction of the Statute Law 
of statutes included: in: that tion.” . The section 
commonly numbered seventeen is numbered sixteen “ in 
that edition,’ and no doubt correctly so numbered, 
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- pPISCLAIMER OF LEASE IN 


BANKRUPTCY. 


fur importance of the subject must be our excuse for 
yeturning to the discussion of the recent cases of 
Smalley v. Hardinge (29 W. R. 555), and Ex parte 
Walton (which has now been reported in the current 
number vf the Law Reports). In the former case 
Mr. Justice Mathew had held that a lessor, after 
disclaimer by the trustee of the bankrupt lessee, 
was entitled to eject a sub-lessew of part of the 
property. The Court of Appeal (consisting of Lords 
Justices Bramwell, Baggallay, and Lush) considered that 
as the sub-lessee would not have been prejudiced by the 
yoluntary surrender of the principal lease, he was not 
affected by the disclaimer. La parte Walton, it will be 
remembered, also deals with the relations of the land- 
lord and a sub-lessee. The entire property had here 
been sub-let, and (in consideration of a premium) at a 
smaller rent than that reserved by the lease. An appli- 
cation by the lessee’s trustee for liberty to disclaim was 
opposed by the landlord, on the ground that a disclaimer 
would leave him only the rights attaching to the reversion 
of the sub-lease. The Court of Appeal gave leave to 
disclaim, holding that the landlord’s rights of distress 
and re-entry upon the property in respect of the lease 
disclaimed would subsist notwithstanding the dis- 
claimer ; and that the sub-lessee could prove against the 
bankrupt’s estate for his damnification in respect of the 
difference of rent. As we pointed out at the time 
of the decision, the sub-lessee is not by the dis- 
claimer relieved from his previous liability to distress 
and forfeiture on breach of the provisions in the superior 
lease. The trustee and the bankrupt have got rid of 
their liability, and the landlord has no one to sue upon 
the covenants in the lease ; but a sub-lessee, claiming 
possession for part of the term granted by the lease and 
an interest carved out of the lessee’s interest, cannot 
enjoy such possession and interest, except subject to the 
reversionary rights attached to the term in its inception. 
‘It does not appear that the ejectment in Smalley v. 
Hardinge was brought for breach of the covenants in 
the principal lease; had it been, the action ought, 
according to Hx parte Walton, to have succeeded. The 
plaintiff in Smalley v. Hardinge claimed to re-enter by 
teason of the extinction of the sub-tenant’s interest 
with that of his landlord on the disclaimer, and failed 
in that contention. In theory the decisions may per- 
fectly well stand together. Indeed the spirit in which 
the judges in Smalley v. Hardinge treat the language 
of the 23rd section is quite agreeable to the principle of 
Exrparte Walton. What the court had been asked, and 
tefused to do, was to give a very wide effect to the 
words of the section; what it did was to decide 
that the disclaimer did not have a certain result 
beyond what would have arisen from a voluntary 
surrender—a result affecting the relations between 
other parties than those to the fictitious surrender. 
This harmonises very well with the tenour of Ex parte 
Walton. That case was before the Court of Appeal at 
Lincoln’s-inn on two distinct days; and the language 
employed by the judges must be taken as carefully 
weighed. Lord Justice James says, ‘By the law of 
England a lessor has a double right —a right in 
personam on the contract, a right in rem by 
distress on the property demised, and by the 
Power of re-entry for non-payment of rent or breach 
of covenant. Where the lessee makes a sub-demise 
the sub-tenant is not liable on the contract, but he takes 
the property subject to all the lessor’s rights in rem, 
and it would be very unjust and unreasonable if a lessee 
who takes the property subject to liabilities could by avy 
atrangement whatever with a third party derogate from 
the lessor’s rights. Of course the lessee may enter into 
any contract he pleases with his sub-lessee by which he 
(the lessee) expressly or impliedly undertakes to discharge 











the obligations of his own lease.” The Master of the 
Rolls says:—‘‘ The generality of the words of the 
section must be so far limited as to have the effect merely 
of relieving the estate of the bankrupt and the trustee 
from liability on the one hand, and on the other entitling 
those whose rights as regards the enforcement. of 
liabilities against the bankrupt or trustee are interfered 
with by the disclaimer to prove against the bankrupt’s 
estate for the amount of the injury they may have 
sustained.” 

The practical result of the last decision with regard to 
sub-lessees is no doubt this, that, losing the benefit of the 
indemnity which their lessor had given them against the 
covenants in the superior lease, they lose the benefit of 
their sub-leases so far as the terms of holding under 
theseare moreadvantageous than under the superior lease. 
For what they thus lose, they are put to prove 
against the bankrupt’s estate. Sub-lessees of part of 
the property in the disclaimed lease are in a peculiarly 
disadvantageous position, for no doubt the principle of Xs 
parte Walton covers their case. 

There is another question, whether the landlord, after 
disclaimer, could take advantage of section 9 of the 
statute 8 & 9 Vict. c. 106, as giving him the rights of re- 
versioner on the underlease, and at the same time maintain 
against the sub-lessee his rights under the original lease. 
Perhaps by setting up against the sublessee rights 
grounded on his succession to the immediate reversion 
upon the sub-lease he would adopt the sub-tenancy, and 
lose against the property comprised in it the advantages 
preserved to him by Ex parte Walton. 





THE PRACTICAL EFFECT OF 
THE CONVEYANCING ACT. 


IiI.—Conrracts ror Sats. 


We propose in this article to examine the sub- 
division, Contracts for Sale, which begins the second 
part of the Act headed “Sales and other Transactions,” 
and consists of sections 3 and 4. 

Section 3 is intended to supplement the Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874, in such a way that the two to- 
gether may supply a statutory set of common form 
conditions of sale, sufficient to meet the requirements of 
all ordinary cases. The present enactment, like the 
former one, is distinguished by a brevity which is 
too dearly purchased by the omission of much that ought 
to have been inserted, and also by an undesirable trick 
of casual allusion which leaves the reader to gather the 
meaning not from the text orthe context but from his 
knowledge of the usual course of affairs. 

It.should be premised that by sub-section (10.) the 
provisions of this section are restricted to “ sales made 
after the commencement of the Act.” When is a “sale” 
made ? when the contract is entered into or when itis 
completed ? Jn sub-section (11.) a very different phrase 
is used. There we are told that the provisions of the 
section are to apply only “if and as faras a contrary 
intention is not expressed in the contract of sale,” and 
are “ to have effect subject to the terms of the contract, 
and to tho provisions therein contained.” We caunot 
believe that this awkward variation is due to design; and 
if we did, it would not raise our opinion of the designer. 

By. sub-section (1) the purchaser of a derivative lease 
is, in the absence of express contract, deprived of “ the 
right to call for the title to the leasehold reversion.” 
This is, of course, intended to supply the omission in 


* rule 1 of section 2 of the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 


1874, which says that, “‘ under a contract to grant or 
assign a term of years, whether derived or to be 
derived out of a freehold or leasehold estate, the intended 
lessee or assign shall not be entitled to call for the title 
to the freehold.” The effect of the new legislation is 
that a purchaser cannot call for the leasehold 
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title. It must he observed. that. while. the earlier. 
provision related to contracts both to grant and to assign 
a term of years, the new provision relates only to a con- 
‘tract to assign an existing derivative lease. Under a 
-coutract to grant an underlease, the intended underlessee 
can still call for the leasehold title. 

Sub-section (2) apparently adopts from the Vendor and 
Purchaser Act the use of the word “ freehold,” originally 
-derived from the slang of auctioneers, to mean “fee 
simple.” It enacts as follows :— 

** Where land of copyhold or customary tenure has 
‘een converted into freehold by enfranchisement, then, 
‘under a contract to sell and convey the freehold, the 
purchaser shall not have the right to call for the title to 
make the enfranchisement.” 

This can hardly mean to leave upon the vendor the 
burden of proving that the lands were actually so con- 
verted into freehold; because this would oblige him, not 
only te submit to have the title to make the enfranchise- 
ment “called for,” but to show a good title in answer to 
the call. Does it then mean that, upon an open contract 
to sell land in fee simple, the vendor may avoid the 
obligation to make out any title whatever, by 
merely producing a deed, purporting to enfranchise 
‘the land, dated the day before the contract, and executed 
by somebody who purports to be the lord of some sup- 
posed manor in which the land is mentioned to be 
situate? And if it does not mean this, whereabouts 
between these two extremes are we to place its true 
eneaning ? 

The reader must bear in mind that the part of the Act 
under consideration will be quite useless, unless the 
statutory conditions supplied by it are obvicusly appro- 
priate to all ordinary circumstances, and quite clear and 
easy of application. Then he will be able to appreciate 
the felicity with which the task has been executed. It 


was a task of immense difficulty, yet a careless person” 


might think it very easy. The kind of difficulties which 
‘we are suggesting do not often occur under the estab- 
lished practice; and it might therefore seem to be a 
very simple matter to provide an ideal scheme which 
should be equally free from their intrusion. Dolus latet 
in generalibus. The safety-bringing restrictions which 
exist, without being particularly nuticed, when we are 
considering the bearing of specially constructed condi- 
tions upon an actually existing title, disappear when we 
seek to make those conditions of universal application, by 
the simple device of writing “whenever” in front. of 
them. No better illustration could be found of our 
meaning than that supplied by sub-section (2) of the 
Act. In the actual practice, when copyholds have been pre- 
viously enfranchised by mutual agreement, and the vendor 
desires to avoid showing the title of the lord, the exclud- 
ing condition gives. some particulars as to the enfran- 
chisement, and thus offers to the purchaser a fair 
choice for his consideration. He will know for 
how long the land has been held under and ac- 
coming to the frechold title purporting to have 
been created by the enfranchisement; he will know 
of what manor the property was formerly held; 
and he can easily discover by common report—if he 
cannot, it will be a warning to him to refuse assent 
to the proposed condition—whether any reputed manor 
of that name does exist in the specified locality, and on 
application to the steward he will be sble to ascertain 
whether such an enfranchisement was made asis alieged. 
Given these data, he may very fairly be called upon to 
decide whether he will consent to dispense with further 
proot and information ; and if he consents, he is fairly 
bound by his decision. But when this kind of trans- 
action is reduced to general terms in four lines of an Act 
of Parliament, all these practical safeguards disappear. 
The very cesence of them was, that all the details of the 
transaction by which the land purported to have become 
freehold, or at any rate the means of obtaining them, 
had been communicated to the purchaser before he was 
asked to rely upon their plausibility. In the absence of 





these indicia, there is no more reason why the purchaser 


should dispense with this particular right than why he Si 
should dispense with anything else mentioned quite at 


random; and the Act might as reasonably have forbidden 


him to insist upon the due execution of any deed dated _ 


in the month of April, or to require proof of the death — 
of anybody whose name began with an F. 

It may be observed that this sub-section does not 
protect against objections and requisitions to the en- 
franchisement aseertained aliunde, and that it does not. 
provide that the purchaser shall take under and subject 
to the restrictions and conditions contained in the deed 
of enfranchisement. Neither of these things can be 
safely omitted in such a condition. 


¥ 


It may be added that the sub-section we are consider- ~ 


ing can hardly have much operation, for it was expressly 


decided by the late Master of the Rolls (Kerr v. Pawson, — 


9 W. R. 447, 25 Beav. 394) that under the Copyhold 
Enfranchisement Act, 1852, a good title to the lands 
enfranchised may be made withovt any proof of the 
lord’s title. 

Sub-section (3). provides a common form condition as to 
commencement of titleof ¢ stringentcharacter. Butitpro- 
vides that the purchaser is to “assume, unless the con- 
trary appears, that the recitals contained in the 
abstracted instruments, of any . . . . document, 
forming part of that prior title, are correct, and give all 
the material contents of the . . . . document so 
recited.” How is the contrary to ‘‘ appear’’? Does 
what becomes known to the purchaser “appear”? Oris 
it to “‘appear on the abstract ’’? and, if so, how can it? 

It is to be observed that this clause, and the clauses 
(6) relating to expenses, and, (7) relating to a single 
abstract for the purchaser of two or more lots held 


under the same title, are made applicable to sales “of — 


any property,” and “ property” is defined in section 2 
as including real and personal property, and any estate 
or interest in any property, real or personal, and aay 
debt, and anything in action, and any other right or in- 
terest. It appears, therefore, that these rules will apply. 
to the sale of an incorporeal hereditament, to which, it 
seems, the rules in section 2 of the Vendor and Pur- 
chaser Act, 1874 (which apply only to contracts for 
the sale of “‘dand’’), donot apply. This has apparently 
been overlooked by the framers of the new provisions. 

The remainder of this section may be dismissed 
without much further remark. Sub-section (5) enacts 
that, in the absence of express contract, on production 
of a receipt for the last payment due for rent under an 
underlease, the purchasershall assume, unless the contrary 
appears, thatallrents reserved by, andcovenants contained 
in, not only the underlease, but also every superior lease, 
have been paid and performed. The common stipula- 
tion that a receipt for rent given by a lessor shall 
operate as proof that the covenants of the lease have 
been duly performed, is of course open to this objection, 
that breaches may exist of which the lessor was not 
aware at the time of giving the receipt, which would, 
therefore, not operate as a waiver of them, But, in the 
case of an underlease, we have to contemplate not only 
concealed breaches: a lessor holding by a derivative 
lease not only might, but certainly would, accept pay- 
ment of rent from his lessee, even while his own lessor 
was suing him in ejectment. ‘This is, therefore, a very 
stringent conditicn, 

In the last sub-section we find something which may 
have been meant to meet the difficulties above suggested 
by us in reference to enfranchised copyholds ;— 

“(11.) Nothiag in this section shall be construed as 
binding # purchaser to complete his purchase in any case 
where, on a contract made independently of this section, and 
containing stipulations similar to the provisions of this 
section, or any of them, specific performance of the cone 
tract would not be enforced against him by the court.” 


But how does this mect those | difficulties? 
objected aprainst the condition contained in sub-section 
(2) that it binds the purchaser to take an eonfranchises 
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 gient for granted, without having been previously made 


aware of those details which are necessary to enable him 
4oform a rational judgment of the probability that the 
enfranchisement is valid. But if he chose to consent to 
the insertion of that condition in the contract, he would 
ofcourse (in the absence of actual fraud) be bound by 
4t;nor can we see anything in sub-section (11) to re- 
fieve him from it. Or is sub-section (11) to be taken to 
mean, that if the state of things subsequently disclosed 
‘by the title is such as the court thinks the purchaser 
would probably have'accepted if it had previously been 
made known to him, then he is to be bound by the 
‘implied acceptance contained in sub-section (2), other~ 
wise not? Even granting that this isto be found in the 
Aet,—and we cannot find it there,—how much litigation 
will be required to determine the measure of probability 
40 be applied to such cases by the court ? 

We now turn to section 4, which is as follows :— 

**(1.). Where at the death of any person there is subsist- 
‘ingia contract enforceable against his heir or devisee, for 
‘¢ie:sale of the fee simple or other freehold interest, 
-descendible' to his heirs general, in any land, his personal 
representatives shall, by virtue of this Act, have power 
to convey the land for all the estate and interest vested in 
‘hityat his death, in auy manuer proper for giving effect to 
the‘contract. 

*(2.) A conveyance made under this section shall not 
‘affect the beneficial righta of any person claiming’ under 
‘any testamentary disposition or as heir or next of kin of a 
testator or intestate. 

“(8.) This section applies only in cases of death after the 
commencement of this' Act.” 


Here we may remark in passing that “ estate” means, 
prima facie, a legal estate. An equitable estate, so- 
called, was a mere right, though it was held to devolve 
in certain ways copied from the limitations of. legal 
estates. Is it certain that an equitable fee, the 
legal estate being out-standing, would be within this 
section? Again, as readers of an article which appeared 
in our last number will remember, an estate pur autre 
wie, although it passed to the heir general if named in 
the grant, was not, properly speaking, descendible to the 
heir general. Is it at all clear that this case is ‘within 
the section ? and if not, was it omitted by design ? 
Leases for lives are estates pur autre vie, and are (or 
ately were) common in Ireland, to which this Act 
extends. 

But as the section only offers a conveyance by the 
exeoutor for what it is worth, very properly abstaining 
from giving him power to bind the heir or devisee, we 
May reasonably anticipate that purchasers will not be 
very ready to accept such a conveyance. 





CORRESPONDENCE. 


APPLICATIONS FOR JUDGMENT, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal, ] 

Sir,—Will you kindly allow me a little space for the 
pMrpose of showing the delay and annoyance to which 
stitors in the High Court are subjected at the hands of 
masters and judges on applications for liberty to sign 
jadgment under order 14, rule la? 

About three weeks ago, by the direction of my princi- 
pals, IT issued a writ on a bill of exchange (drawer 
against acceptor), the consideration for which was goods 
fold-and delivered in the way of trade. 

The defendant having appeared, I immediately took 
out a summons for judgment, which was at once duly 
#erved upon defendant’s solicitor, accompanied by copy 
‘fidavit in support in the usual way. 

The summons was not made returnable till seven days 
aitorite issue, thus giving the defendant ample time to 
@ake a counter-affidavit, had he thought proper to do so. 
The defendant’s solicitor attended on the return, but 





without an‘affidavit, and on going before the master he 
offered’ no opposition to the application, but admitted: 
the debt, only asking for a little time, whereupon the 
master inquired whether he world bring’ the money into 
court, to which he replied that he-would, and that he 
should prefer an order to that effect. The master then, 
notwithstanding my strong protest, made an order giving 
the defendant liberty to defend, provided he brought 
into court, within a week, the amount indorsed on the 
writ “to abide the event.” 

On the following day I took-out a summons to rescind 
the master’s order, and for liberty to sign judgment 
forthwith, returnable the next morning ageleven' o'clock. 

On the hearing of that summons the judge said that 
the master was clearly wrong in the order he had made, 
and was about to indorse the summons accordingly, 
when the defendant’s solicitor urged that, inasmuch as 
the copy summons had only just come to his hands, he 
ought to have time to communicate with his client, and 
to answer the plaintiff's affidavit; whereupon: the judge 
(my protests notwithstanding) adjourned the summons 
for a week—viz., three days beyond the time limited by 
the master’s order for payment into court. What course 
the defendant's: solicitor intends to take under these 
circumstances remains to be seen. 

Had the master made an order for immediate judg- 
ment, as he clearly ought to have done, the sheriff 
would by this time have been in possession of a writ 
of fi. fa., and the plaintiff's money would most 
likely have been secured, but as matters now stand, the 
chances are that it will be lost. 

Why should the interests of clients suffer in this 
way? 

To show the uncertaia results. of these applications for 
judgment, I may add that on an application iu another 
action on a bill of exchange, by the same plaintiffs 
against the same defendant, only afew weeks ago, an 
order for immediate judgment was made by another 
master without the slightest hesitation, the facts in 
both actions being identical. 


London, October 5. A Common Law Cusex. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Ex parte AppiicationN — Incorrect AFFIDAVIT IN 
Suprort—DiIsMissaL oF Motion.—In. the case of. Crowe’ 
v. Jay, before Kay, J., sitting as Vacation Judge, on the 
30th ult., a motion was made to restrain the defendant 
from distraining the goods.and effects of the plaintiff. Is 
appeared that Chitty, J., had already granted an difcrim 
injunction upon an ¢x perte application. made before him 
by the plaintiff. The statement made in support of that 
application had omitted important facts, and had also con- 
tained a statement that no account of the sums claimed, 
had been rendered by the defendant to the plaintiff, which 
statement was. shown now to be incorrect, The defend~ 
ant also denied the plaintiff's story. Kay, J., said that 
under such circumstances the court must be extremely 
loath to continue the injunction already granted. Where 
mis-statements and imperfect statements appeared in the 
evidence of one party, the court must be more inclined to 
believe the evidence of the other party. His lordship had 
always understood that the rale of the court was that 
where an ex parte application was made the party making 
it was bound to display wéerrima Ades, If there 
any doubt in his mind in the present case arising from the 
conflict of facts, he would have taken these considerations 
into account and dismissed the motion; as it was he dis. 
missed the motion on its merits, with costs. —Soutcrrors, 
OC. H. Robertson, for R. B. Large ; Taylor, Hatt, & Tayler, 





WInpiIng ur or Company—Provistoxan Liqgumaror 
—LEAVE TO BRING ActroN In Name or Comprany.—In 
the case of Zae Working Men's Mutual Soviety (Limited), 
aleo before Kay, J., on the 30th ult., an ex perte application 
was made for leave to use the name of the compaay for 
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the purposes of an action to set aside a post-nuptial settle- 
ment made by the late secretary upon his wife, which 
settlement, it was believed, comprised funds belonging to 
the company. It appeared that the company was ordered 
to be wound up on the 7th of September, when a pro- 
visional liquidator was appointed, and it was stated that 
an application was on the point of being made in chambers 


for the appointment of an official liquidator. Kay, J., 
declined to make the order asked for until after the 
appointment of the official liquidator. 


Contempt or Covrt—Lecat Act—DismissaL or Wit- 
ess FROM DEFENDAN1S’ SERVICE—ForM oF UNDERTAKING. 
—ln the case of Bowden v. The Universities Co-operative 
Association, also before Kay, J., on the 30th ult., a deben- 
ture-holder of the association had brought an action to restrain 
the manager and other officials of the association from 
selling goods except to customers in the ordinary way of 
basinees, and had on the 14th of September moved the 
court for an interim order in that behalf, but the motion was 
then ordered to stand over until the trial of the action upon 
an undertaking being given on behalf of the association not 
to in the meanwhile act in the manner complained of. 
An affidavit was sworn by one of the employés of the associa- 
tion, named Patman, in support of the plaintiff's motion. 
Shortly afterwards Patman received from the general 
manager of the association a letter as follows :—‘*‘It 
having come to my knowledge that you have 
sworn an affidavit against the association (your eme 
ployers), I am compelled to at once suspend you from 
your duties pending the decision of the directors, and I beg 
you to leave the premises at once, and I will communicate 
with youinafew days.” The general monager also told 
Patman, that, in consequence of his affidavit, a son of Pat- 
man who wasalso an employé in the establishment, would 
be dismissed. It was stated that other emplorés of the 
association were afraid to give evidence for fear of dismissal, 
and the plaintiff under these circumstances moved the court 
for committal of the general manager to prison for con- 
tempt of court. It was argued against the motion that the 
— whose conduct was being complained of 

only acted within his strict legal right of dismissing 
a servant, and could not be punished for doing that 
which he had a legal right to do, and it was also con- 
tended that the authorities showed no instance of a commit- 
tal for contempt unless the act complained of was one in itself 
illegal. Kay, J., said that he was of opinion that the illegality 
of the act done or threatened was not an element in a case of 
contempt. AJl that had to be considered was, Did the act 
complained of interfere with the course of justice? or, as 
well, Did it interfere with the freedom of a witness’s 
evidence? On his part he could not conceive a graver of- 
fence against a court of justice than to endeavour to exer- 
cise a power, legal or illegal, in order to punish a witness 
for giving evidence, or to intimidate him from giving 
evidence, or to induce him to pervert evidence. A grave and 
flagrant contempt had been perpetrated, and he would not 
hesitate to commit the offender to prison for such an 
endeavour to obstruct the course of justice unless an under- 
taking were given by him to withdraw the suspension of 
Patman, and not to discharge or suspend, or threaten to 
discharge or suspend, or otherwise injure any officer or ser- 
vant of the association, either because he had given or be- 
cause he intended to give evidence in the action; and also 
the offender must pay the costs of the motion. ‘The under- 
taking was given.—So.icitors, G. Blagden; 8. G. Turner. 


te 


CompaNy—ALLotmENT or Suares—-Norice or AuLor- 
MENT SENT BY Post BuT NoT RecriveD.—In the case of 
Maclay ¥. Carta Para Gold Mining Company (Limited), 
before Kay, J., on the 5th inst., sitting as Vacation 
Judge, a motion was made to restrain the company from 
calling for or enforcing payment of any sum by way 
of allotment, or other money alleged to be payable in 
respect of the shares alleged to be entered in the name 
of the plaintiff in the books of the compony, and ask- 
ing that the name of the plaintiff might be expunged from 
the list of shareholders, It appeared that the company was 
incorporated on the 18th of March last, and the plaintiff by 
his sffidavit stated tvat a firm of promoters who brought 





outthe company solicited him on the 31st of March last to 
his name to be used asan applicant for a few shares in the 


company, asthe number of shares already subscribed for — 
was not sufficient to enable the company to obtain — 


a settlement on the London Stock Exchange, and that the 


promoters also assured/ him that the number they required — 


bim to take would be very small, and handed him a printe¢” 
application for shares. 


understood ‘that the number of shares to be allotted to the: 
plaintiff were not to exceed fifty.” The plaintiff also stated 
that he never received any notification of allotment, nor 
paid any money in respect of any shares, nor received any 
intimation from the company until the 16th of August last, | 
when he received a notice from the company reminding him. 
that he had subscribed for, and had had allotted him, 1,275° 
shares, and making a call upon him of five shillings in’ 
respect of each share. The secretary of the company, how. 
ever, stated that an application purporting to be signed by 
the plaintiff was received for 1,500 shares, and a deposit of 
£75 paid through its bankers to the company and a proper: 
notice of allotment, allotting 1,275 instead of the 1,500- 
shares, was sent by the company to the plaintiff by 
post in the ordinary way of business. Kay, J, 

said that he did not consider himself at liberty to 
remove the plaintiff's name from the register of the company,. 
By the plaintiff's own affidavit it was stated that he had 
authorized the promoters of the company tu fill in on a blank 
form of application, signed by him, such a number of shareg. 
as should be necessary to make up the number requisite for. 
asettlement on the Stock Exchange. The plaintiff alleged. 
that it was distinctly understood that the number was to be 
a small one. His lordship had heard learned judges say 
that the phrase “distinctly understood’’ meant that no 
agreement whatever had been made, There was also 
the authority of Dunlop v. Higgins (1 H. L, O. 381): 
for declining to admit the statement of the plaintiff” 
that the letter posted to him was not received by him; 
for it was held in that case that a contract en 

into in the ordinary way of business by post was completed: 
by the posting of the letter accepting the contract, and for 

this reason his lordship must hold that the balance of 
evidence was in the company’s favoor, and that the letter 

was posted. Tt must also be taken into consideration that. 
the person who was now endeavouring to escape liability 
had incurred it for the sake of inducing persons to subscribe 

to the company. The motion must be dismissed with costs. 
—Soxicitors, H. Holland ; Harrisons. 








At Bow-street, on Saturday last, Charles Burwood, & 
clerk, was charged on a warrant with embezzling the sum of 
£165, received for and on account of his employers, Messrs. 
Warry & Co., solicitors. The money was paid on Jaly 2% 
to the prisoner in Bank of England notes, by Mr. John Green 
Hine, of Bruce-grove, to complete a purchase. The prisoner 
had no authority to receive any money, a cashier being 
appointed for that purpose, 
charge had not been accounted for, but a sum of £50, paid 
by the same gentleman to the prisoner on the same day, 
had been duly handed to the cashier, Mr. Lucas, a member 
of the firm of Messrs. Warry & Co., stated that a few 
days after the money was paid the prisoner did not coms 
to the office, excusing himself on the ground of illness 
He never attended again after Bank 
and the embezzlement being subsequent 
warrant was applied for and issued for bis arrest. 


warrant was executed by Detective-Sergeant Reader, of the 


E Division, and in reply to the charge the prisoner 

**T have been in great trouble lately, and have lost a 
my ideas, I did not embezzle the money.” He asked if 

he would be admitted to bail, as, if so, he could get thé 

money together, having lent £100 to a man in the 

falgar-road which bad not been repaid. An I O U for 
that amount was found in his possession. The person 
whom the money was advanced was, however, called and 
proved that the loan had been‘repaid. Mr. Chu : 
applied for bail, but upon its being stated that ; 
prisoner had contracted a loan of £50 since he had been it: 
custody, Mr. Flowers declined to entertain the 

cation. 





This document was, according to2 
the statement of the plaintiff, signed by him in blank and — 
returned to the promoters, it being at the time distinctly ~ 


The sam mentioned in the © 


oliday, August 2), 
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OBITUARY. 


SIR JOHN KARSLAKE, Q.C. 


The Right Hon. Sir John Burgess Karslake, Q.C., died at 
hia residence, 7, Chester-square, on the 4th inst., after a long 
illness, aged sixty. The deceased was the second son of the 
jote Mr. Henry Karslake, solicitor, of Regent-street (his 
mother having been @ davghter of Mr. Richard Preston, 
Q.0., the well-known real property lawyer), and he was 
brother to Mr. Edward Kent Karslake, Q.C. He was born 
jn 1821, and was educated at Harrow. He was in the first 
instance articled to his father, but he subsequently entered 
atthe Middle Temple, where he was called to tke bar in 
Hilary Term, 1846, and he joined the Western Circuit, and 
the Devonshire, Exeter, Plymouth, and Devonport Sessions. 
He speedily obtained a good criminal practice at the assizes 
and sessions, and steadily acquired nisi prius business, both 
on circuit and in London. In 1861 he obtained a silk gown, 
and he speedily worked his way to a leading position, 
and for several years shared with the present Lord 
Qoleridge the leadership of the Western Circuit. In 
November, 1866, on Sir William Bovill becoming 
Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, tlie office 
of Solicitor-General was given to Mr. Karslake, who up to 
that time had never sought a seat in Parliament. He was 
afterwards elected M.P. for Andover without opposition, 
and he received the honour of knighthood about the same 
time. In July, 1867, he succeeded the late Sir John Rolt as 
Attorney-General, and he held that office till the retirement 
of his party in December, 1868. His term of office was a 

laborious one, since be had to assist in the passing of 
the Reform Bill, the Boundary Bill, and the Trial of Elections 
Bill, and he also introduced a Bankruptcy Bill, which was 
withdrawn in consequence of the pressure of ocher measures. 
He had the conduct of the Fenian prosecutions at Manches- 
ter, in 1867, and of the prosecution arising out of the Clerk- 
enwell outrage, in the same year, in both of which cases he 
led for the prosecution. He was very successful as a parlia- 
mentary debater, and rendered most valuable service to his 
party. At the general election of 1868 he contested the 
city of Exeter in conjunction with Mr. Arthur Mills, 
psf in opposition to Sir John Coleridge and Mr. Edgar 
Bowring, but he was defeated by a very slight majority, 
and he remained out of Parliament for nearly five years. 
Inthe meantime he had become one of the acknowledged 
leaders of the common law bar, and there were few heavy 
actions in which he was not retained. He was a finished 
speaker, often rising to eloquence, and was possessed of great 
tactand humour. Among the important cases in which he 
was engaged were the Windham lunacy case and the 
Alexandra case. He was retained for the plaintiff in Zich- 
borne v. Lushington, but he declined to accept a brief at the 


| trial, In 1873 he became a candidate for the borough of 
| Huntingdon, and defeated Mr. Arthur Arnold by a large 
' Majority, At the general election in the following February 
+ he was returned without opposition, and immediately after- 


Wards he was appointed Attorney-General in the new Con- 
servative Government, but he only held the office for two 
months, finding his strength unequal to the combined 
Pressure of official and private business. His practice 
Was at this time so extensive that it is said he was often en- 
ged all night in reading briefs, Unfortunately failing 
ight compelled him to retire from professional life. By 
ens he became totally blind, and in February, 1876, he 
finally retired from Parliament, receiving the honour of an 
appointment as a Privy Councillor. Sir J. Karslake was a 
Man of most kind and generous disposition, and was much 

wed by a large circle of professional and other friends, 
Bir J. Karslake was a bencher of the Middle Temple, of 
Which society he was treasurer in 1873. Hoe was unmarried. 








The following dates have been fixed by Mr. Justice 
Mathew for holding the autumn assizes on the Midland 
it, namely :—For the combined counties of Bucking- 
ham, Bedford, and Northampton—at Bedford, on Tuesday, 
ber 25; for Leicester, Derby, and Rutland—at Leicester, 
Monday, October 31; for Nottingham and Lincoln—at 
ngham, on Monday, November 7 ; and at Warwick, on 

ay, November 14. 


~ 





SOCIETIES. 


BRISTOL INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 


At the annual meeting of this society, held last week, 
after the routine business was disposed of, a long and 
animated discussion took place on the subject of charging 
solicitors’ and auctioneers’ fees to purchasers on sales of 
property by public auction, as referred to in the report of 
the council of the society, published by us last week. The 
practice in questior appeared to be general throughout 
Somerset, Devon, and Cornwall, varying, however, in- 
different places between an unlimited percentage scale and 
a fixed t of (not ding) two guineas or so per lot, 
according to its value, Ultimately, however, a resolution 
was passed to the effect that, in the opinion of the meeting, 
the time had arrived for a reconsideration of the matter, 
and that an adjournment should take place for the purpose 
of the council canvassing the local solicitors as to their 
agreeing to forego their fees in the matter, and reporting to 
@ future meeting of the profession. Mr. A. Cox was elected. 
president, and Messrs, J. Miller and Harwood vice- 
presidents, for the ensuing year. 








SUSSEX LAW SOCIETY. 


The following arrangements have been made for the visit 
of the Incorporated Law Society to Brighton on Tuesday and 
Wednesday next. 

The business meetings will take place in the Music Room 
of the Royal Pavilion. ' 


PROCEEDINGS. 
Tuesday, October 11, 1881. 

11 a.m.—The members will be welcomed bythe Mayor of” 
Brighton. The chair will then be taken by the president 
(Mr. Charles Claridge Druce). 

11 a.m. to 1.30 p.m—President’s Address; Reading and 
Discussion of Papers. 

1.30 p.m. to 2.30 p.m.—Adjournment for lunch in the 
Banqueting Room of the Pavilion. 

2.30 p.m, to 4.30 p.m.—Reading and Discussion of 
Papers. 

6.30 p.m.—Dinner given by the Sussex Law Society, 
vi the Dome, Mr. J. W. Howlets (the president) in the- 
chair. 

Norz.—Tickets of admission to the balcony of the Dome 
during the dinner will be issued to the lady friends of 
members applying for the same. 


Wednesday, October 12,1881. 


10a.m. to 11 a.m.—Meeting of the Solicitor’s Bsnevolent 
Association, in the Music Room. 

11 a.m, to 1.30 p.m.—Law Society’s Adjourned Meeting ; 
Reading and Discussion of Papers. 

1.30 p.m. to 2.30 p.m.—Adjournment for Launch. 

2.30 p,m. to 430 p.m,—Reading and Discussion of 
Papers. 

9.30 p.m.—Ball and Conversazione in the Pavilion, 
Picture Gallery, and Museum. The Ball will be in the- 
Pavilion, for which the whole suite of rooms will be open, 
inclading Card and Smoking Rooms, The Conversazione 
will be in the Picture Gallery and Museum. There is an 
underground communication between the buildings by 
which guests can pass to and fro. The entrance will be at 
the Pavilion only. 


Thursday, October 13, 1881. 


10.15 a.m., Excursion to Arandel by Rail.—By the kin 
permission of His Grace the Dake of Norfolk, the celebrated 
historical Castle of Arundel, and its grounds will be- 
specially opened to the visitors. The company will leave 
the Brighton Railway Station by a train starting at 10.16- 
a.m., and due at Arundel at 11.20, After inspecting the 
castle and grounds, the interesting parish church and the 
noble Roman Catholic Cathedral will be visited. Luncheon 
will be provided at the Norfolk Arms Hotel ; after which 
it is hoped there will be time for a stroll in the extensive 
and beautiful park. The return train will leave Arundel 
Station at 4.5 p.m, rp 
10.80 a.m., Exoursion to Hastbourne.—This exoursion 
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can be made either by sea or railway. A steamer 
specially engaged for the-occoasion will leave the Brighton 
West Pier at 10.30 a.m., arriving at Eastbourne about 1 
p.m. The voyage will afforda view of the Chalk Cliffs to 
the east- of Brighton, the important harbour of New- 
haven, andthe colossal works. now in progress there, the 
ancient Cingne Port town of Seaford, and the bold pros 
montory of Beachy Head. Therailway journey may be 
made by trains leaving Brighton at 9.42, 10.56, or 
11.35 am. Luncheon will be: provided at the Quean’s 
Hotel, Eastbourne, about 1.30 p.m., The steamer will:leave 
Eastbourne on the return voyage at 4:30. p.m., arriving at 
Brighton about 7 p.m. The return) trains are at‘4.40, 5.30, 
7.25, and others up to 9.30 p.m., the journey: occupying 
a little over an hour. To provide for the case of unfavour- 
able weather for the sea voyage, the tickets for Eastbourne 
will be available for either steamer or railway. Free tickets 
for the excursions will be confined to’ members of the In- 
corporated Law Society, and of the Sussex Law Society, bat 
ladies’ ticket, covering the journey and luncheon, may be 
obtained by any member on payment of 10s. for each ticket. 
Tickets for each excursion must be applied. for before three 
o'clock on Tuesday, llth of October. Application for ex- 
cursion tickets may be made cither by letter before the 
meeting (this preferred), or to the clerk in attendance at 
the Pavilion, on Tuesday, the 11th, from 10 a.m. to 3 p.m. 

Free passes to the Aquatium for the whole of the three 
days may be obtained by members of the Pavilion at any 
time from 10 a.m. to 4.30 p.m., on the 11th and 12th. 


Tuesday, October 11, 1881. 


The proceedings will commence with the president’s ad- 
dress, after which the following papers will be readin their 
order :— 

Bankruptcy, and the Broad Principles to Regulate the 
Relations of Debtor and Creditor.—Mr. Bernard Wake, 
Sheffield. 

Remarks on the Anti-Settlements (Land) Agitation.—Mr, 
Alfred Bel!, London, 

Land Tenure and Division in Brighton and Neighbourhood. 
—Mr. F. E. Sawyer, Brighton. 

The Simplification of Conveyancing Effected by Lord 
Cairns’ Act.—Mr. J. 8. Rubenstein, London. 

Bills of Sale: Their Fraudulent Character and Pernicious 
Effect, including a Review of the Commons Report on Pro- 
posed Amendments of the Law relating thereto—Mr. C. T. 
Saunders, Birmingham. 

Parliamentary Procedure.—Mr. W. T. Manning, London. 


Wednesday, October 12, 1881. 


The Position and Prospects of the Profession.—Mr. 
William Ford, London. 

The Fusion of the Superior and Inferior Courts.—Mr. F. K. 
Munton, London. 

The Rights or Claims of Married Women.—Mr. G. R. 
Dodd, London. 

Legal Expenses—from Clients’ Point of View.—Mr. J. P. 
Godfrey, London. 
‘ Law Costs as Affecting Clients. —Mr. N, Hanhart, Lon- 

on. 

Abolition. of Taxation upon Justice.—Mr. E. Kimber, 

od. 

Law Writers and Night Work.—Mr. Joha Mackrell, 
London. 
7 Should Pleadings be Abolished ?—Mr, Charles Ford, Lon- 

on. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epwarpv Haxry Apcock, solicitor, of Palmerston- 
buildings, Old Broad-street, and Croydon-road, Penge, has 
been appointed a Commissioner of the High Court of Judi- 
catureat Madras to take Affidavits, &v., and the Acknowledg- 
— of Married Women in respect of Property in 

dia. 

Mr. Evwarp Duspss Horroyp, Q.C., of Melbourne, 
has been appointed a Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of 
‘the Colony of Victoria, in successionto Mr. James Wilber- 
force Stephen, deceased. Mr, Justice Holroyd is the son of 
the late Mr. Edward Holroyd, many years a Commisioner 
of Bankruptcy. He was educated at Trinity College, Cam- 





bridge, where he graduated in the first class of the clase 
tripos in 1851, aud he was-called to the bar at Gray’s-inn 


Trinity Term, 1855. He has been for several years a Queen's 


Counsel for the colony of Victoria, 
Mr. Cuarues Cecrr Trevor, barrister, has been 


pointed a British: Delegate at the International Conferengs 


at the Hague, on the North Sea Fishery Regulations. Mr, 
Trevor is the son of the late Mr. Charles Trevor, many 
years Controller of Legacy and Succession Duties. Hy 
was'educated: at St. Catherine’s College, Cambridge, wher 
he graduated asa junior optime ia 1852. He was called t 


the bar at Lincoln’sinu in Easter Term, 1855, and hig 


formerly practised in the Court of Chancery. He was 
pointed assistant. secretary to the Harbour Department of 
Board of Trade in’ 1866, 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Tomas) Witpman Barker and Josep Devonsagg: 
CuarKe (Barker & Clarke), solicitors and conveyancery 
Southport. September 12. 

[Gazette, September 30, 1881.] 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock CompPaANrzs, 


Lrwitep 1n CHANoERY. 


GEweRat Mrverat Water Scrrry Association, Lrurrey.—Peti- 
tion for winding up; presented Sept 29, directed to be heard 
before the Vacation Judge, at the court of the M.R., on Oct 12) 
Hare, Pinner’s ct, Old Broad st, solicitor for the petitioners 

Haven Gory Mrnine Company, Limirep.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Sept 24, directed to be heard before the Vacation 
Judge, at the court of Chitty, J, Rolls yd, Chance lane, on Oc} 
19. Beall and Co, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioners 

Lray Hart Coat, Iron, ayp Frresrick Company, Lrwrrep.—By 
an order made by Kay, J, dated Sept 21, it was ordered that the 
voluntary winding up of the above company be continued, 
Davidson and Morriss, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the petix 
tioner 

Parent Automatic Kyitrinc Macurnz Company, Lrwirep.—By 
an order made by Kay, J, dated Sept 7, it was ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Lickorish and Bellard, Queew 
Victoria st, solicitors for the retitioner 

Patent Enamet Apvertistnc Company, Limtrep.—By an ordet 
made by Hall V.C., dated Sept 20, it was ordered that the above 


company be wound up. Harte sloorgate st, solicitor for the petit 


tioners 

Srutons Reer Consorrpatep Gory MintnG Corporation, LiMirep, 
—Petition for winding up, presented Sept 23, directed to be heard’ 
before the Vacation Judge, at the court of Chitty, J, Rolls yay 
Chancery lane, on Oct 12. Beall and Co, Queen Victoria st, soli-« 
citors for the petitioners 

THames AND CHANNEL SteEAmMsure Company, Limirep.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Sept 27, directed to be heard before the 
Vacation Judge, at the court of the M.R.,on Oct 12. Wyatt and 
Barraud, Cannon st, solicitors for the petitioners 

Turnsuct Patent Pontoon Dock anp Strpway Company, Lrrrep, 
—By an order made by Kay, J, dated Sept 21, it was directed 
that the above company be wound up. Hickin, Serjeants’ inty 
Fleet st, agents for Wray, Bridlington, solicitor for the petitionet 

[ Gazette, Sept. 30.] 

Tames AND CHANNEL Sreamsure Company, Limiteo.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Oct 3, directed to be heard before 
Chitty, J, on Noy 6. Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, solicitors 
for the petitioners 

THAMES AND CHANNEL Sreamsute Company, Liurtev.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Sept 24, directed to be heard before the 
Vacation Judge, Rolls yd, Chancery lane, on Oct 12. Flux andy 
Co, East India avenue, solicitors for the pet tioners 

[ Gazette, Oct. 4} 


UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Crty or Carster Benerit BotnpixG Socrery.—Pet'tion for winks | 


ing up, presented Sept 30, directed to be heard before the Vaca 
tion Judge, Rolls yd, Chancery Jane, on Oct 12, ‘Libbitts and Som 
Field ct, Gray’s inn, agents for the petitioners 3 

[ Gazette, Oct. 4.) _ 


Fatenpty Soctettes Dissoiven. 


Aprpate Furnaces Sick Fonp Divipenp Society, Apedale, 
Sept 23 


Stafford. Sept 26 
Baitisn Unitep Farenpty Society, Coulsdon, Surrey. 
Opgrative Tatwors’ Society, Crown Tavern, Heddon ct, Regeie 
st. Bept 26 ; 
Tuwxkessury Rerorm Cuivs, Tewkesbury, Gloucester. Sept 26 3 
[ Gazeite, Sept. 30, 
Breygvoient Sicx Socrety, Wesleyaga Methodist Schools, F 
worth, Lancaster. Sept 29 
Loran § 
Suffolk. Sept 30 


Waits Starr Furmypir Socrzry, Station House Inn, Bottoms ; 


Stansfleld. Sept [ Cermettes Oth 
agette, 





sEmtokeHotoHEe euteSadefeckeoent 


ocrety ov Broraeety Love, Wild Man Inn, Sproughtém 
m2 
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= 
ey SvsrewpEep ror Taree Mowras. 
bye Sons or ADAM, AND THE OLD Ortcrvan Proverman 
“Pass ee Blue Ball Inn, , Mi w, Lancaster, 
‘from Sept 
zw Fetenpiy Socrery, Queen’s Head Inn, Burley, 
Bengswo0d, Hants. From Sept 23 
won-InN-FuRNESS LoyaL Unitgp Society or Mrcnantics, Co- 
ve Stores, Chapel st, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancaster. From 






al Gioucsstzn Ciry ann County Iire Assvrancn anp Sick 
> Sswarit Socrzry, Worcester st, Gloucester. From Sept 23 
He Poor Man’s Frrenpty Burra Socrgry, White Horse Inn, Naylor 
where: st, St Heleus, Lancaster. From Sept 23 
Society on Cius, 00) m, Great y, Leicester. 
led. te Usrrep Cc School Room, G: Dalby, Lei 


Sept 23 
teeos Catnotrc Partanrnroric Socrery, Waggon and 
Horses Inn, Butter Market st, Warrington, Lancaster. From 
23 


W 
itl (Gazette, Sept. 30.] 


Binpyex Frrenpty Institution, Black Horse Inn, Bardney, 
lincoln. From Sept 23 

BeranaL GREEN PHILANTHROPIC Pension Society, Green Man 
Tavern, Bethnal Greenrd. From Sept 

one + ame Socrery, School Room, Bittiswell, Leicester. 
From Sept 

eieoueay JzwisH Con¥ingD Movurnine anv Buriat Socizty, 
Midd’esex st, Whitechapel. From Sept 23 

SurpHam TRADESMEN’S Frienpiy Socrery, Golden Dog Inn, 
Shipdham, Norfolk. From Sept 23 

Tavatpy Provipenr Association, Bell Inn, Thurlby, Lincoln. 
From Sept 23 

“TaupesMen’s New Frrenpux Socrery, Angel Inn, Hingham, Nor- 

folk, From Sept 23 

7 [ Gazette, Oct. 4.] 
























LEGAL NEWS. 


Mr. Justice Cave has fixed the foliowing dates for holding 
theautnmnal assizes on the North-Eastern Circuit, namely :— 
Newcastle, Monday, October 24; Durham, Thursday, 

























eal ‘Ostober 27; York, Wednesday, November 2. Prisoners 
Prd. ouly will be tried. 
p.—By A deputation from the Irish Ineorporated Law Society, 
hat the HE conistiny of the president, Mr. J. H. Nuno, Mr. West, Mr. 
7 Reid, Mr. Findlater, Mr. Goddard, secretary, waited on Mr. 
Justice O'Hagan, Mr. Commissioner Litton, and Mr. Com- 
D.—By HM misioner Vernon, at the offices of the Land Commission, on 
hat the HE Suturday week. They were accompanied by a deputation from 
the Northern Law Club, consisting of Mr. M’Clelland, of 
. order HMB Belfast, chairman ; Mr. Hyndman, secretary; and another 
ee gutlman, whose name did not transpire, and also Mr. 
petir, White (representing the Senior Bar) and Mr. Robert Keating 
scrrep, fae Clay, The object of the interview—which had been post- 
e heard’ HB poned from the previous day—was to urge objections on the 
ry: part of the profession of solicitors to twoor three of the general 
tale, and also to submit a schedule of fees. After a discus- 
*etition Hy sion extending over an hour it is understood that the com- 
a Missioners expressed a readiness to acquiesce in the amend- 
Ment sucgested, and stated that they were inclined to sane- 
rsp, fe Hon the schedule of fees that had been submitted by the 
irectod TE depntation, 
‘s’ int, 
itionet 
—_ 
licitons BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
etition BIRTH. 
ore Bum.—Oct 2, at 6, Great Stuart-street, Edinburgh, the wife of 
< James Reid, advocate, Queen’s and Lord Treasurer's 
te 4] Remembrancer for Scotland, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 
winds $% Exerwick—Younc.—Oct. 1, at Holy Trinity Church, Gray’s- 
» Vacie road, James Eastwick, of Linvoln’s-inn, barriater, to 
1d Soy: — Agnes, daughtorof the late Adam Young, of Roston, 
ns nsbire, 
t des N—Batz.—Oct. 4, at St. Martin-in-the-Fields, Joseph 
n, solicitor, of Queen Victoria-street. London, to Alice 
redale, : Margaret, daughter of Herry A. Bale, of St. Austell, Corn- 
ob a Vall, and Hampstead, Middlesex. 
Regent ‘oN—JAQuES.—Oct. 1, in the Chapel Royal, Savov, 
8:Moreton, of the Middle Temple, barri-ter-at-law, to 
, 26 Mary, daughter of the late George Jaques, formerly 





Meretary. of the Commercial Gas Company. 





DEATHS, 
88. —Oot, 2, at 10, Vicarage-road, Camberwell, Henry 
#6, barrister-at-law, aed 62, 
Ey ienel 15, 1881, at Pinetown, Natal, South Africa, 





James Meller, barrister-at-law, for many years Resi- 
agistrate of Durban, aged 73 years. 








SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Oct. 12.—M-ssrs. Epwin Fox & Bousrriexp, at the Mart, at 
oo Policy and Shares (see advertisement, this week, page 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Frrpay,. Sept..30, 1881. 
Under the Bankraptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the: Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Churton, James, Oxford st, Hosier. Pet Sept 28. Hazlitt, Oct 12 
atl 


Debnam, Albert, West sq, Lambeth, Licensed Victualler: Pet Se 
24. Hazlitt. Oct 12 at 12.30 (and not 1 as erroneously printed in 
last “‘ Gazette ’”’) 

Holland, William, Surrey Theatre, Theatre Proprietor. Pet Sept 28, 
Hazlitt. Oct 11 at 12 

To Surrender in the Country. , 

Jenkins, Benjamin, Llanvrechva Upper, Monmouth, Licensed 
Victualler. Pet Sept 28. Gibbs. Newport, Oct 14 at 12 

Kirkham, Thomas, Harpurhey, nr Manchester, Cotton Manufaes 
turer. Pet Sept 26. Lister. Manchester, Oct 20 at 12 

Sellers, David, Yeovil, Somerset, Travelling Draper. Pet Sept 20, 
Batten. Yeovil, Oct 13 at 12.30 

Willgoss,H W __ , Brighton, EstateAgent, PetSept27. Jones 
Brighton, Oct 20 at 12 


TvEspayr, Oct. 4, 1881. 
Under the bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Harris, Henry Huyton, Weston-super-Mare, Builder. Pet. Sept 30 
Lovibond. Bridgwater, Oct 19 at 11 

Hoad, William James, South Undercliffe, Rye, Sussex, Shipbuilder. 
Pet Sept29. Young. Hastings, Oct 15 at 2 

Mayhew, Joseph, Easton, Suffolk, Tailor. PetSept 29. Grimsey 
Ipswich. Oct 15 at 11 

Offen, Essex William, Herne Bay, Kent, Victualler. Pet Sept 30, 
Furley. Canterbury, Oct 21 at 2 

Webster, Frederick, Derby, Commission Agent. 
Derby, Oct 18 at 12 

Williams, Henry, Oldham, Lancaster, Hatter. 
dale. Oldham, Oct 19 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frmay, Sept. 30, 1881. 


Pet Oct 1. Weller 
Pet Sept 29.. Twee- 


Stoddart, William, Harrington, Cumberland, Draper. Sept 27 
Looney, William, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Grocer. Sept 27 

- Turspay, Oct. 4, 1881. 
Roper, George Edward Trevor, Mold, Flint, Solicitor. Sept 30 


Siege, Arnott Charles P , St Mary's chbrs, St Mary Axe, Foreign 
Agent. Oct 1 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Frinay, Sept. 30, 1881. 


Andrew, Wilham Thomas, Brighton, Builder. 
of Buckwell, 3, New rd, Brighton 

Arnold, Stephen, Townsend rd, Stamford Hill, Builder. Oct 13 at 
3 at Old Catherine Wheel Tavern, 40, Bishopsgate st Without. 
Hopkins, Union ct, Old Broad st 

Aweock, George, Southampton, Smith. Oct 8 at 11 at offices of Guy, 
2, Albion terrace, Southampton 

Baister, Thomas, Middleton St George, nr Darlington, Innkeeper 
Oct 13 at 11 at offices of Barron, 20, High row, Darlington 

Bell, Grace, Clitheroe, Lancaster, Boot Maker. Oct 19 at 11 at Old 
Bull Hotel, Church st, Blackburn. Eastham, Clitheroe 

Bell, Isaac, Scarborough, York, Provision Dealer. Oct 12 at 4 at 
office of Mitchell, 2, 8t Nicholas st, Scarborough. Staines William- 
son, Scarborough 

Bennett, Joseph, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. 
offices of Lupton, 17, Sweeting st, Liverpool 

Berry, William, Guildford, Surrey, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 18 at 2 
at office of Craig, 133, High st, Guildford 

Bill, Richard William, Waterloo rd, Toy Importer. Oct 19 at 2 at 
Law Institution, Chancery lane. Cox, Clifford’s inn 

Blount, Walter, and Thomas Bevan, Gerrard st, Soho, Army Accon- 
trement Manufacturers. Oct 15 at 12 at Law Institution, Chancery 
lane. Herbert, Vigo st, Regent st 

Branton, John, Preston-in-Holderness, York, Farmer. 
at 8, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Parliament st 

Brook, Benjamin, Halifax, Drug and General Dealer. 
at offices of Ainley and Hall, 55, New st Huddersfield 

Brooking, William Edwards, Ashburton, Devon, Timber Merchant. 
Oct 14 at 3 at offices of Gidley, 15, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Brown, David Laybourne, Marston Green, Warwick, out of business, 
Oct 11 at 3 at offices of Rowlands and Co, Birmingham 

Bull, William, Strand. Lamp Dealer, Oct8 at3 at vifices of Jenkins, 
5, Tavistock st, Covent Garden 

Burton, William Edward, Wimpole st. Surgeon. Oct 19 at 3 at 
offices of Taylor, 19, Old Burlingten st 

Butterworth, Frank, Elsecar, York, Chemist. Oct 20 at 3 at offices 
of Badgers and Co, Moorgate st, Rotherham 

Caldwell, Thomas Wybourn, and Henry William Caldwell, New 
Brentford, Grocers, Oct 13 at 3 at officesof Finch, 39, 
High st, Southwark 


Oct 17 at 3 at offices 


Oct 12 at 3 at 


Oct 13 at 3 
Iveson and Son, 12, 


Oct 8 at 10,30 


Chetwin, Thomas, Thornton, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. Oct 16 
* 11 at the Royal Hotel, Ashby-de la-Zouch. Freer and Co, 
icester 
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Cooke, James, and Joseph Cooke, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Bobbin 
Turners. Oct 14 at 3 at offices of Newton, Market pl, Stockport 





Cooper, Jesse, Dewsbury, York, Furniture Broker. Oct 18 at 3 at 
office of Stapleton, hata 7A 
Costello, Michael, Bradford, York, Grocer. Oct 12 at 11 at office of 
Moore. Albion chmbrs, Hustlergate, Bradford 
Crabb, George, Kingsland Green, Builder, Oct 13 at 2 at Law Insti- 
tution, Chancery lane. Rogers and Co, Westminster chmbrs 
Craft, George, Prestwood, Buckingham, Timber Haulier. Oct 14 at 
3 at offices of Rawson, 25, High st, High Wycombe 
Davies, Thomas, Gelligaer, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 17 at 2 at 
office of Vaughan, 34, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Dibb, George, Darlington, York, Innkeeper. Oct 17 at 2 at offices of 
Spink, Pontefract © 
Eberhard, Benjamin Horton, Smethwick, Stafford, Iron Manufac- 
turer. Oct 13 at 11 at Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson pl, Birmingham. 
Shakespeare, Oldbury 
Elsworth, Benjamin, Wortley, Leeds, Cab Proprietor. Oct 13 at 3 
at offices of Pullan, 11, Albion st, Leeds 
Forrest, Charles John, Oxford, Confectioner. Oct 26 at 12 at offices 
of Dudley, 49, Corn Market st 
Fountain, Thomas, Leicester, Tailor. Oct 14 at 12 at offices of 
Fowler and Co, Grey Friars chmbrs, Friar lane, Leicester 
Gatenby, John, Leeds, Draper. Oct 12 at3 at offices of Simpson 
and Burrell, 20, Albion st, Leeds 
Greenslade, William, and Alfred Greenslade, Pitton Bampton, 
Devon, Builders. Oct 18 at 11 at offices of Ayre, Tiverton. Searle, 
Crediton 
Greenwood, Johua James, Danver’s st, Chelsea, Marble Merchant, 
Oct 12 at 2 at offices of Mossop, Cannon st 
Hagan, Thomas Augustine, Hulme, Manchester, Boot Dealer. Oct 
13 at 3 at offices of Sutton and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Hall, George, Merthyr. Tydfil, Glamorgan, Hawker. Oct 15 at 1 at 
* Offices of Harris, Court st chmbrs, Court st, Merthdr Tydfil 
Hands, Thomas John, Arthur Price, and Frederick Cadby, Birm- 
ingham, Glass Manufacturers. Oct 13 at 11 at offices of Parr and 
Hayes, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Hankey, Jinks, Oldcastle, nr Malpas, Chester, Farmer. Oct 14 at 2 
at offices of Cartwright, White Friars, Chester 
Hill, William Pile, Woking, Surrey, Coal Merchant. Oct 14 at 12 at 
offices of Geach, Woodbridge rd, Guildford 
Hollingsworth, Mary ‘Cooper, West Bromwich, Stafford, Pork 
Butcher. Oct 12 at 11 at offices of Jackson and Sharpe, High st, 
West Bromwich 
Hooper, Edwin, Mount Radford, Stafford, Solicitor. Oct 14 at3 at 
offices of Johnson and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Hutson, William, Swaffham, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Qct 13 at 11 at 
offices of Palmer, Swaffham 
Hyde, George, Birmingham, Iron Plate Worker. Oct 17 at 3 at 
Offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennet’s hill, Birmingham 
Jowett, Joseph, Bradford, York, Beerseller. Oct 13 at 11 at offices 
of Tuncliffe, Market st, Bradford, York 
Keegan, Joseph, Holyhead, Anglesey, Licensed Victualler. Oct 13 


at 3 at the British Hotel, Bangor. Allanson, Carnarvon 

Kemm, Alfred Charles, Salisbury, Wilts, General Antique Dealer. 
Oct 13 at 12 at the Inns of Court Hotel,,Holborn. Lee and Co, 
Salisbury 

Ker, Thomas, Silloth, Cumberland, of no occupation. Oct 15 at1i 
at the King’s Head Inn, High st, Wigton. Lawson, Wigton 

Leaver, James, jun., Blackburn, Lancaster, Draper. Oct 20 at 3 
s offices of Gillibrand, George st, Manchester. Scott, Black- 

urn 


Litoun, Tobias, Alie pl, Goodman’s-fields, General Dealer. Oct 11 
at 2 at 4 Alie pl 

Martin, Thomas, Genthorn rd, Hammersmith, Tailor. Oct 10 at 11 
at offices of Allen, Sonthampton bldgs, Chancery lane 

Milvain, James, Newcastle upon Tyne, Paint Manufacturer. Oct 18 


Oct 13 at 


upon Tyne. Purvis and Son, South Shields 
Mitton, Joseph, Saltisford, Warwick, Engineer. Oct 7 ai 11 at 19, 
Moelic#, John, St Ann’s rd, Stepney, Baker. 
of Lockyer, Gresham bidgs 
Oct 
14 at 3 at offices of Newlands, Ellison st, Jarrow upon Tyne 
Northeast, Alfred, Alderbury, Wilts, Innkeeper. Oct 14 at 12 at the 
Ockenden, Edmund Jury, Hove, Sussex, Builder, Oct 12 at 2 at the 
offices of Champion and Co, 17, Ironmonger lane 
Oct 12 at 3 
at offices of Addison, 142, High st, Brierley Hill 
Parsons, Thomas Herbert, Southampton, Farmer. 
offices of Bailey and White, 38, Jewry st, Winchester 
Phillips, William, Whitland, Carmarthen, Coal Merchant. Oct 13 at 
Poulteney, Albert John, Long Aghton, Somerset, Baker. Oct 8 at 11 
at offices of O’Donoghue and Anson, 2, St Augustine’s parade, 
Pratt, Daniel, King’s Norton, Worcester, out of business, 
3 at offices of Fallows, 30, Cherry st, Birmingham 
and Co, 10, Hay lane, Coventry 
Redihsigh, George, Leeds, Hat Manufacturer. Oct 13 at 2 at offices 
Rhodes, Mary, Knaresborough, York, Grocer. Oct 13 at 1 at offices 
of Farmery, High st, Knaresborc gh 
at Wholesale Drapers’ Society, 145, Cheapside. Dodds and Co, 
Stockton-on-Tees 
Oct 13 at 11.30 at 
Offices of Bateson and Hutchinson, H 
Gill and Hall, King st, Wakefield 
Smith, James, Alham farm, near Batcombe, Somerset, Farmer. 
# , Joseph, Bishop's Itchington, Warwick, Farmer. 
at 2 at Bowling Green Hotel, Bowling Green st, Warwick. Cooper, 











Spink, Henry, Lithe, York, Farmer. Oct 14 at 11 at offices gp 

Frankland and Co, Grape lane, Whitby Res 

Taunton, Silas, Bournemouth, Hants, Brewer. Oct 12 at 3 at Officas 

of Aldridge, Westover villas, Bournemouth 

Taylor, John, Smethwick, Stafford, Ironfounder. Oct 12 at 11 

offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury ‘ 

Tester, Herbert, Manchester, Tailor. Oct 13 at 3 at offices of Nuttall 

and Son, John Dalton st, Manchester 

Thackeray, Thomas, Walmgate, York, Fishmonger. Oct 13 at 2q | 
offices of Dilcock, Coney st, York ; 

Thompson, George Luton, Bedford, Draper, Oct 19 at3 at officgs 

of Miller and Co, John st, Luton , 

Turner, Henry, Hilton, Salop, Shoemaker. Oct 19 at 12.30 at offices 

of Haslewood, Bank st, Bridgnorth 

Walker, John, Bradford, York, Scrivener. Oct 12 at 11 at offices of 

Gilyard, Parkinson’s chmbrs, Market st, Bradford - 

Walter, David Henry, Sevenoaks, Grocer. Oct 10 at 4 at 23, Ch 

rd, Tunbridge Wells. Stone and Simpson 

Watkins, Simeon Hirst, Brentford, Timber Merchant. Oct 24 at 9 

at 112, Gresham House, Old Broad st. Morley and Shirreff, 53, 

Gresham House 

Watts, Frederic, Dresden, Stafford, Earthenware Dealer. Oct 12 ag 

11 at offices of Kent, Chancery lane, Longton 

Watts, Thomas, Wellingborough, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer, 

Oct 12 at 3 at offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Weighell, John, Pickering, York, Agricultural Engineer. Oct 20 at 
12 at Station Hotel, York. Jackson, Malton 

Weil, Salomon, New Bond st, Commission Agent. Oct 18 at 2 
at offices of Kemp and Co, Walbrook. Beaumont and Warren, 
Chancery lane 

West, Edward, and Arthur Edward West, Birmingham, Paper 
Hangers. Oct 11 at 11 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birming- 
ham 

Wilson, John, Rudge, Salop, Farmer. Oct 13 at 11.30 at offices of 
Homfray and Holberton, Brierley hill, Stafford 

Woodhouse, Joseph, Tottenham, Builder. Oct 13 at3 at offices of 
Parkes, Queen Victoria st f 

Worthey, George, Sheffield, Boot Dealer. Oct 12 at 4 at offices of 
Clegg and Sons, Victoria chmbrs, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Zetter, Moses, Mile End rd, Cigar Manufacturer. Oct 13 at 11 a 
offices of Jennings and Son, Leadenhall st 

Tvuzspay, Oct. 4, 1881. 

Atkins, Joshua William, Salisbury, Wilts, Wine Merchant. Octl7 
at 3 at Market House, Salisbury. Hodding 

Bailey, Urias, Hednesford, Stafford, Confectioner. Oct 18 at 11 at 
offices of Vaughan, Walsall st, Willenhall 

Barker, Thomas Powell, High Harrogate, York, Licensed Vietualler 
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Oct 21 at 1 at offices of Rook and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar. 
lane, Leeds 

Bartlett, William, Barbican. Confectioner. Oct 21 at 4 at offices of 
Houghtons and Byfield, Gracechurch st 

Belby, John, Coventry, Warwick, Baker. Oct 20 at 11 at offices of 
Goate, Little Park st, Coventry 

Bestall, Charles Albert, Oldham, Lancaster, Surgeon, Oct 18 atil 
at Coachand HorsesInn, Church lane, Oldham. Buckley and 
Mattinson, Oldham 

Bowmer, William, Denby, Derby, Farmer. Oct 13 at 3 at Bell 
Hotel, Sadler-gate, Derby. Hextall, Derby 

Bradshaw, William, Hanley, Potters’ Manager. Oct 17 at 11 & 
offices of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 

Brooks, Cecil Cunningham, and Andrew Garrett George Anns, 
Catherine st, Strand, Printers. Oct 25 at 11 at offices of Crowdy 
and Co, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet st 

Bruin, Edwin, Jamaica rd, Bermondsey, Cheesemonger. Oct 17 a 
3 at offices of Reynolds, Furnival’s-inn, Holborn 

Burford, James, High st, Hampstead, Builder. Oct 19 at 12 at | 
Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Futvoye and Co 

Button, Daniel, Leytonstone rd, Mason. Oct 26 at 2 at officesof 
Charles Woodleigh, Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall’st. Angell and 
Co, Gresham st 

Carter, John William, West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. Oct 
at 3 at offices of Todd and Harrison, Town wall, Hartlepool 

Chambers, James, Fenchurch st, Oil and Colour Merchant. Oct Il 
at 2 at Cannon st, Hotel, Cannon st. Pritchard and Marshall, 
Gracechurch st 

Clare, John, Clarendon rd, Notting hill, Draper. Oct 20 at 3% 
offices of Lumley and Lumley, Conduit st, Bond st 

Cleator, Robert, Fleetwood, Lancaster, Boot Maker. Oct 17 at 2a 
offices of Addie, Albert st, Fleetwood 

Clemo, Jane, and Richard Clemo, Tavistock, Devon, Grocott, 
Oct 17 at 12 at Church-lane, Tavistock, Square and Co : 

Collings, Emma WVaroline, Landport, Portsea, Hants, Tim! é 

Merchant. Oct 17 at 3 at offices of Whitehall, Union st, Pom 






+ 







sea ; 

Cooper, Edward Samuel, Torriano-avenue, Kentish Town, Groe 
Oct 17 at 3 at offices of Speechly and Co, New inn, Strand 

Croydon, James Hill, Aldermanbury, Lace Warehouseman. 3 
at 3 at offices of Scott, Aldermanbury 4 

Darby, John, Barrow-in-Furness, out of business. Oct 18 at 11 ® 
King’s Arms, Hotel, Dalton rd, Barrow-in-Furness, Sit 
Barrow-in-Furness 

Davenport, George, sen, Nantwich, Chester, Boot Manufacta 
Oct 2% at 3 at Swan Hotel, Welsh row, Nantwich. Martin, M 
wich R: 

Davey, Thomas, Wigan, Ironmonger. Oct 18 at 11.3) at Mitre B 
Cathedral gates, Manchester, Barlow, Wigan 

Dearlove, John, Kettering, Northampton, of no occupation. O¢ 
at 2 at Peacock Hotel, Market sq, orthampton, Andrew, No 

te ‘% 

in last Gazetve), York, Innkeeper. Oct 17 at 2 ar offices of spi 
Pontefract 

Dickin, George Edward, Stapleton, Salop, Farmer, Oct 20 at 12 
offices of Craig, the Crescent, Shewsbury 

Downham, William, Clitheroe, Lancaster, Boot Manufactd 
Oct 19 at 12 at Old Bull Hotel, Church st, Blackburn, } 










a 
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ampton 
Dibb, George, Darrington (not Darlipgton, as erronenoeously 










at 2at the Incorporated Law Society, Royal arcade, Newcastle 
Hich st, Warwick. Boddington 
Oct 13 at 2 at offices 
Morris, Aaron, Jarrow upon Tyne, Durham, Furniture Dealer. 
White Hart Hotel, Salisbury. Lee and Co, Salisbury 
Parkes, Isaiah, Brierley Hill, Stafford, Fruit Salesman. 
Oct 13 at 3 at 
2 at the Rutzen Arms Hotel, Narberth, Griffiths, Carmarthen 
Bristol 
Ratliff, Richard Hodges, Coventry. Oct 13 at 12 at offices of Dewes 
of Middleton and Sons, Victoria sq, Leeds 
ou, 
Robinson, George Henry, Stockton-on-Tees, Milliner. Oct 17 at 2 
Scruton, Enoch, Goldshorongh, York, Farmer. 
arrogate 
Smirfitt, James, Doncaster, out of business, Oct 21 at 3 at offices of 
Oct 17 at 2.40 at Crown Hotel, Ringwood 
Oct 11 
Lincoln's-inn-fhelds 





Clitheroe 





% Offices 
t Ut | 


’ Nuttall 
3 at 2 ab 
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ffices of 


Church — 
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reff, 53, 


Oct 12 ab 
facturer, 
Jot 20 at 
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Birming- 
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at 11 a 


. Oct? 
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rds, John, Canton, Cardiff, . Oct 12 at 11.30 at offices of 
and Co, Cheapside. Cousins, Cardiff 

, Charles, Grove rd, Mile End, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 13 

“gt 10.15 at 42, Sardinia st, Lincoln’s inn fields. Archer, Bayard rd, 


d, Frederick, Swansea, Glamorgan, Dealer in Fancy Goods. 
12 at 12 at Merchants Association, Broad st, Bristol. Richards, 


Swansea 
vans, John, Newport, Monmouth, Stationer. Oct 20 at 11 at offices 
of Parker, Commercial st, Newport 
use, Jonathan, Dewsbury, York, Draper. Oct 22 at 10,15 
at offices of Scholes and Son, Wakefield rd, Dewsbury 
Foster, James, Dalston lane, Grocer. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of Old- 
acres Dear, Gresham st 
Demetrius, Peterborough, Northampton, Schoolmaster. Oct 
19 at 11 at offices of Mellows, Westgate, Peterborouga 
Goodall, Ralph, Silverdale, Stafford, Surgeon. Oct 20 at 2 at offices 
of Slaney and Son, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
, John, Barmouth, Merioneth, Carpenter. Oct 19 at 11 at 
ices of Davies, Dolgelley 
. James Marcus, Bristol, Commercial Traveller. Oct 15 at 
lat offices of Beckingham, Albion chmbrs, Broad st, Bristol 
Haddock, Job, Newton-le-Willows, Lancashire, Watchmaker, Oct 
8 at 3 at offices of Davies and Co, Market pl, Warrington 
, Jane, Oldham, Lancashire, Watchmaker. Oct 20 at 3 at 
ices of Watson, Church lane, Oldham 
Hendley, William Thomas, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Oct 18 
at 11 at offices of Griffiths, Bridge st, Worcester 
, John William, Tipton, Stafford, out of business, Oct 13 at 
ll at offices of Foster, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 
Herzog, Carl, New Broad st, Watch Manufacturer. Oct 11 at 3 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Chidley, Old Jewry 
James, Burslem, Stafford, China Decorator. Oct 13 at 3 at 
of Bennett, Piccadilly buildings, Hanley 
Hndson, Michael, Clare st, Clare Market, Grocer. Oct 13 at 2 at the 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Coleman st 
Hughes, John, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Fish Dealer, Oct 18 at 2 at 
Davies, Temple Dale st, Liverpool 
Hugon, Gabriel, and Edward Howard, Union ct, Old Broad st, Com- 
mission Merchants. Oct 20 at 2 at offices of Chapman, Pancras 
lane 


, John, Huddersfield, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
_ $at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton-rd, Huddersfield 
Jones, David, Aberdare, Grocer. Oct 17 at 12 at the Grand Hotel, 
Broad st, Bristol. Linton and Co, Aberdare : 
Jones, Thomas, Buckley, Flint, Tailor. Oct 17 at 11 at offices of 
Mason, Bridge street row East, Chester 
, John William, High Holborn, Shop Fitter. 
ices of Morris, Paternoster row 
little, Edward Bayliffe, Lower Wield, Southampton, Farmer. Oct 
Wat2atthe Swan Hotel, Alresford. Best and Scotney, Win- 


chester 
lowry, Daniel Harrison, Widnes, Lancaster, Grocer. Oct 17 at3 at 
offices of Beasley, Victoria rd, Widnes 
pe. Sackville, Pontypool, Monmouth, Brewer. 
of Williams, Dock st, Newnort 
Marshall, Christopher, Pontefract, York, Joiner. 
of Spink, Pontefract 
Mason, Joseph, and James Hill, Darlaston, Stafford, Sheet Iron 
Manufacturers. Oct 19 at 3 at offices of Ebsworth, Bridge st, 
Wednesbury 
Maitheys, William George, and William Binmoré, Oldfield ter, 
Acton Vale, Builders. Oct 13 at 3 at offices of Pettiver, College 
st, College hill 
« tpg Chaplin, Portland pl North, Lower Clapton, Printer. 
14 at 3 at Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Goren, South 
Molton st, Oxford st 
Moss, Frank, Albert rd, Peckham, Tobacco Dealer. 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st 
Needles, Gomer, Llandisilio, ponhgomney Licensed Victualler, 
Oct 17 at 12 at Bull Hotel, Welchpool. Woosnam, Newtown 
William, sen, Norwich, Licensed Victualler. Oct 17 at 12 at 
offices of Sadd and Linay, Theatre st, Norwich 
Oliver, Charles, Sunderland, Durham, Metal Broker. Oct 18 at 11 
at offices of Newlands, Ellison st, Jarrow-on-Tyne 
> ee Carey, Cheltenham, Grocer. Oct 17 at3 at offices 
of » Regent st, Cheltenham 
Piney, Matthew Henry, Reading, Berks, out of business. Oct 17 at 
Sat offices of Newman, Friar st, Reading 
George, Carlisle, Engineer. Oct 19 at 3 at County Hotel, 
@. Clutterbuck and ‘Trevenen, Carlisle 
» Thomas Bdward, Bowness, Westmorland, Doctor’s Assist- 
ant, Oct 20 at 1 at offices of Gatey, Bowness 
Charles Miles, Brighton, Dealer in Firewood. Oct 24 at 3 
ces of Buck well, New rd, Brighton 
Middleton, Huddersfield, Engineer. Oct 14 at 3 at offices of 


gh and Brook, Queen st, Huddersfield 
, Edward, Thanington, Kent, Farmer. Oct 22 at 11 at the 
n’s Head Inn, Watling st, Canterbury. Fraser, Ashford 
, William Robert, Taunton, Somerset, out of business, Oct 
ll at offices of Reed and ik, Paul st, Taunton 
h, James, Bradford, York, Reed Manufacturer, Oct 17 at 11 
ces of Beverley and Freeman, Hustlergate, Bradford 
ls, Sober Otto, Eye, Suffolk, Bookseller. Oct 24 at 2 at the 
Horse Shoes Inn, Eye. Pollard, Ipswich 
Samuel, mg a Potato Dealer. Oct 17 at 3 at offices 
Temple row, Birmingham 


Oct 20 at 


Oct 14 at 2 at 


Oct 15 at 3 at 


Oct 18 at 2 at 


Oct 15 at 3 at 


arson, Joseph, Newington Butts, Draper. Oct 17 at 12 at 
oh and Steward, Kastcheap 
John, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Licensed Victualler, Oct 20 


ptt il at offices of Aldridge and Aldridge, King st, Poole 
ibingon, William Hunter, Legato, Dutton, Grocer. Oct 17 at 
4 : va a Turf Hotel, Coll st, Newoastle-upon-Tyne. 


er, | Cadoxton-juxta-Neath, Glamorgan, Farmer, Oct 20 
offices of Williams, Great Western chmbrs, Neath 








Salmon, Robert George, Rewmaioneen TE, Painter and Decora- 
tor. Oct 17 at 2 at the Law Society, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Emley,. 


et a mE oe eM 

Shaw, John Enoch, maport, Burslem, Stafford, Boat Builder. Oct 
17 at 11 at offices of Ellis, Market pl, Burslem 

Shaw, Peter, Netherton, nr Dudley, Miner. Oct12 at 4 at offices of 
Stokes and Hooper, Priory st, Dudley 

Sheldon, Frederick, Eltham, Market Gardener. Oct 19 at 3 at offices 
of Rickett, High st, Dartford 

Simms, John Edward, Copthall chbrs, Moorgate st, Stock Broker. 
Oct 24 at 3 at offices of Neave, Cheapside 

Smith, Alfred, Plumstead, Schoolmaster. Oct 14 at 12 at offices of 
Learoyd and Co, Finsbury pevement 

Sparkes, James, Tiverton, Grocer. Oct 15 at 11 at Half Moon Hotel,. 
Exeter. more, Tiverton 

Spencer, Thomas Arthur, Manchester, Fancy Stationer. Oct 19 at3 
at offices of Simpson, Kennedy st, Manchester 

Spoor, John, Coxhoe, Durham, Grocer. Oct 18 at 11 at offices of 
Chambers, Sadler st, Durham 

Tempest, Joe Webb, Plumstead, out of business. Oct 15 at 1 at 
offices of Chapman, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st 

Todd, John, Oldham, Draper. Oct 19 at 3 at offices of Watson, 
Church lane, Oldham 

Tommas, Robert, Birmingham, Coal Merchant. Oct17 at 3 at office 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Trodd, William Tunstall, Ipswich, Grocer. Oct 24 at2 at offices of 
Morley and Shirreff, Gresham House, Old Broad st. Pollard, 
Ipswich 

Venables, Charles, Bloxwich, Stafford, Brickmaker. Oct 13 at 12 at 
offices of Baker, Bridge st, Walsall 

Watts, Thomas, Wellingborough, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer. 
Oct 12 at the Hind Hotel, Wellingborough (in lieu of the place 
originally named). . 

West, Horace Blair, Chatham, Commission Agent. Oct 17 at 3 at 
the King’s Head Hotel, High st, Rochester. Shakespear, Chatham 

Wheelwright, Joseph, Aston, Warwick, Jeweller. Oct 19 at 3 at 
offices of Fallows, Birmingham 

Williams, Henry, Birmingham, Jeweller. Oct 17 at 11 at offices of 
Free, Birmingham 

Wood, James, Woolwich, Licensed Victualler. Oct 13 at 12 at 10, 
Coleman st. Peake, Woolwich 

Wragg, Benjamin, Stanton-in-the-Peak, Derby, Farmer. Oct 25 at 
12 at the Red Lion Hotel, Bakewell. Stacey, Sheffield 

Yorwerth, Joseph, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Saddler. Oct 15 at 2 at 
the Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Stockwood, jun, Bridgend 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

QGuaranteod Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
veverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Ixvalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medica Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
seeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoa 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and iN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
tast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
hibited, 

In tin packets at le. 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and G 

Charities on Special Terma by the Sole Proprietors, 
A. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 
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ROBE Sor MAKERS 
NT, 


BY SPECIAL “APPOINTME: . 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of ths Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITYS CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AMPTON & SONS make NO CHARGE for 
a inserting particulars in their FREE MONTHLY REGISTER 
of ESTATES, TOWN and COUNTRY HOUSES, Furnished or 
Unfurnished, or for Sale, to be had GRATIS at their Offices, or 
post-free for two stamps. Published on the Ist of the month, and 
particulars for insertion should be sent not later than five days 
previous to end of preceding month. 
uations for Probate and Transfer. ouvert 
Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, 8.W. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No, 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

ris — ment — of — ion a 7 the — 
of his long ex mee of upwards of thirty n the 

tion of all pro forma notion &c., and hereby solicits He apes ee 

—— .B, One copy of advertisement only req the- 

strictest care and promptitude assured. Official stamped forms for 

advertisement and file of “* London Gasette” kept. By appointment, 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








SOLICITORS’ BENEVO 





SOCIATION 


LENT AS 


INSTITUTED 1858. 





For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Solicitors and Proctors in England and Wales, 
and their Wives, Widows, and Families. 





The FORTY-SEVENTH HALF-YEARLY GENERAL MEETING of the Members of this Association will be heli 


on the Mornivg of ‘Wednesday next, the 12th of October, in the 


PAVILION, at BRIGHTON, when the Board of Directoy 


will present their Hali-yearly Report, Directors and Auditors will be elected for the ensuing year, and other general business. 


transacted. 
The Chair will be taken at Ten o’clock a.m. 


THOMAS EIFFE, Secretary. 





9, Clifford’s-inn, London, E.C., October 8, 1881. 
Se 


TO SOLICITORS’ CLERKS. 

"Exe METROPOLITAN BOARD of WORKS is 
about to appoint two Assistants in the Solicitor’s Department 
of the Board, one at a commencing salary of £120 a year, rising by 
‘amnual increments of £10 to £150, and the other at a commencing 
salary of £100 a year, rising by annual increments of £10 to £150, 
The age of candidates for the first place must be between 25 and 33 
ears, and. the age of candidates for the second place must be 
tween 21 and 28 years. Candidates must bethoroughly acquainted 
with the ordinary duties of a Solicitor’s office, their handwriting 
must be good; and they must have some experience in the conduct 

of formal proceedings in the High Court of Justice. 

It would also be an advantage if the Candidates had some acquain- 
tance with the practice of the Metropolitan Police Courts. 

Carpe for these appointments must be by letter, and every 

plicant must state distinctly which of them he desires to obtain. 

e must give full particulars of age, qualifications, and experience, 
and his application must be accompanied by testimonials as to 
character, business capacity, and other qualifications. 

Applications must be addressed to ‘‘ The Clerk of the Metropolitan 
Board of Works, Spring-gardens, London, 8.W.,”’ and must be de- 
livered at this office not later than two o’clock on Saturday, the 15th 
of the present month. Any application not in strict conformity with 
the terms of this advertisement will not be laid before the Board. 

J. E. WAKEFIELD, Clerk of the Board. 

Spring-gardens, S.W., October 5, 1881. : 


ING’S COLLEGE, LONDON.—A Lec*ure on 

the recent alteration of the law relating tothe FORFEITURE 

of LEASES for BREACH of COVENANT, will be delivered by Joun 

Cutter, Esq., Barrister-at-Law and Professor of Jurisprudence, on 

Wednesday, Ociober 12, at 7 p.m. Admission free on presentation 
of visiting card. 

This lecture is introductory to the Evening Class in Law for the 
ensuing Winter Session, for Syllabus of which, with particulars of 
Prizes offered by the Lord Chief Justice of England and others, 
apply to the Szcretary, at the College. 


| aed STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 
Established 1836. 


This Society will recommence its weekly meetings on Tuesday 
Evenings, at the Law Institution, on the 25th October next. 

The objects of the Society are for the discussion of Legal and 
General Questions, the delivery of an address or lecture or the read- 
ing of a paper by any one, whether a member of the Society or not. 
Solicitors, Barristers, and Law Students who have been articled, 
and Students of the Inns of Court or any of the Universities, are 
qualified for election. Allmembers of the Incorporated Law Society 
are Honorary Members. The Society is a corporate member of the 
Social Science Association. 

Gentlemen desirous of becoming members should communicate 
with the Hon. Secretary, T. B. Napizx, 1, Mitre-court-buildings, 
Temple. 

















Demy 8vo, cloth, price 148. 


ELECT TITLES from the DIGEST of JUS- | 
kK TINIAN. By T. E. HOLLAND, D.C.L., Chichele Professor of | 
International Law and Diplomacy, and Fellow of All Souls’ College, 
Oxford; and C, L. SHADWELL, B.C.L, Fellow of Oriel College, 
Oxford. 

Also in Parts :— 

Part I. INTRODUCTORY TITLES, 8vo, sewed, 2s. 6d. 

Parr Il. FAMILY LAW. 8vo, sewed, Is. 

Part III. PROPERTY LAW. 8vo, sewed, 2s. 6d. 

Part IV. LAW of ORLIGATIONS (No. 1). 8vo, sewed, 3s. 6d. 
’ Pant IV. LAW of OBLIGATIONS (No. 2). 8vo, sewed, 4s. 6d. 
London: Hxnry Frowpz, Clarendon Press Warehouse, 7, Pater- 

noster-row. 





Just out, Fifth Edition, price 5s., nett. 


INTS on ADVOCAOY, including Examples of 
_ Eighteen rf = of Witnesses, and the mode of Cross-ex- 
ro Parone By RICHARD HARRIS, Barrister-at-Law, of the 
Middle ple and Midland Circuit. 

London: Watgrtow Bros. & Layton, 24, Birchin-lane. 


HE CHURCH PREFERMENT GAZETTE 

(issued Monthly), containing full particulars of Advowsons, 
Presentations, &c., for Sale, together with useful advice to pur- 
chasers, should be referred to by every purchaser. Edited by Mr. 
W. EMERY STARK (Associate Institute of Actuaries, F.R.G.S., 
&e a eres (enclosing six stamps), Messrs. W. Emery STaux- 
3, ‘ord-street, 8 d. 





—— $$ — a ee ete - 
22,600 and £80,000 to be Lent on First-class 
hold Estate of ample value at 3} per cent., also £180,000t0 
lend on Mortgage of Borough, Poor, or County Rates at 4 per cent 
—Apply to A. Woouterr & Rayyer, 7, Red Lion-square, London, 
W.C. 





EVERAL SUMS to be ADVANCED on MORT. 

GAGE.—On Freeholds at 4 and 44 per cent., and on Lease 

holds at 5 per cent.—Apply to Messrs. Mgap & Sows, Solicitor, 
5, Jermyn-street, S.W. 


ANTED to BORROW Sever or Hight Thousand 

Pounds, in various sums, upon new and excellent well-letting 

Weekly Property. Rate not to exceed Six per cent.—Apply, Auraa, 
care of Mr. B. Butler, 48, Gilpin-grove, Edmonton. 


YO SOLICITORS, TRUSTEES, and Others— 
Wanted £30,000, at 44 per cent., upon good Freehold Security, 
—F. W., 181, Isledon-road, N. 


Tyo SOLICITORS and CAPITALISTS.—Wanted 
Advances, by way of Mortgage, upon good Freehold Sec 
rities.—J. M., 84, Finsbury-park-road, Finsbury. 


YREEHOLD GROUND RENT for SALE. —£675 

per annum (in one collection) - upon property in bes 

part of City, recently rebuilt. Short Lease. Rack rental valug 

about £1,300 per annum. Price £15,525, paying nearly 4} per cent, 
—Apply to Tuomas Orr & Co., 123, Newgate-street. 

















AW.—Oonveyancing or Managing Clerkship in 
town or country wanted by a Solicitor, age 36 (Prizeman 
Incorporated Law Society), experienced in most branches. Could 
undertake advocacy. Highest references. Salary moderate. ~At- 
dress, ALPHA, 27, Baker-street, London, W. 


AW.—Wanted by a Gentleman (admitted), of eight 

4 years’ experience, an appointment as Man ging Clerk ina 

Solicitor’s office, either in ‘Town or Country. <A small Partnership 

would be negotiated for.—Address, E. G. \40, Messrs. Deacons’, 154 
Leadenhall-street, B.C. 








AW.—Re-engagement Wanted, in City Office, 
as Conveyancing, or Conveyancing and Shorthand, Clerk 
Conveyancing under slight supervision. Shorthand, 160 words 
minute. Excellent references. Salary moderate,—Lex, 1, 
Terrace, St. George’s-square, Upton, E 


HANCERY.—WANTED, by a Lincoln’s-inn firm, 
whose Chancery business is chiefly administrative, 
MANAGING CHANCERY CLERK, able to conduct such busin 
under supervision.—Address, stating age, previous experience, 
salary expected, to V. R., care of Messrs. Street Brothers, 5, § 
street, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 


A SOLICITOR, admitted January, 1880, who 
articled to a City firm of good standing, desires.a Partne 

or Clerkship with view thereto. Advertiser has command of som 

capital.—Address, H. H., at C. H. May & Co.’s General Advertisiig 

Offices, 78, Gracechurch-street. i 


O SOLICITORS and Others.—No. 2, Red 
. square, Holborn, W.C. (once the residence of Justice Bla 
tone), to be Let on Lease. These splendid Premises, just w 
gone thorough structural and decorative repair, eminently adap 
for Professional and Residential Purposes, or would be let om 
floors for Professional Purposes.—Apply, Messrs, Surra & Gaus) 
Milton-street, Cripplegate, City. 


‘f‘O SOLICITORS, BARRISTERS, and Others 

Chancery-lane, 57 and 58 (New Courts Chambers), Offices@ 
Residential Chambers in convenient suites of Rooms in these 0% 
and commanding stone-built premises.—Apply Enquiry Orrick é 
the premises, 


FFICES or CHAMBERS,—THREE -quiet 

convenient ground - floor ROOMS, suitable for a fi 

Solicitors, to be LET, at once.—Apply on the i 0 
Hopexinson & Son, 161, New Bond-street, W. 




















